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FINAL ACTION 

1. This action is in response to amendment filed 7/16/2009. Claims 1 and 18 
are amended. Claims 4-13, 15, 16, 22 and 23 are cancelled. Claims 1-3, 14, 17- 
21 , and 24-26 are pending 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 14, 17-21, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rouse et al. (US Patent No. 6,983,310 and Rouse 
hereinafter) in view of Bradford et al. (US Patent Publication No. 2006/0247915 
and Bradford hereinafter) and further in view of Narusawa (US Patent No. 
6,823,183). 

3. As to claim 1, Rouse teaches a information identification system, 
comprising: 

a first information-search software module which includes executable 

instructions to identify a first set of information corresponding to a first one of the 
identified valid actions (e.g., entered character string) (i.e., ...teaches a searching 
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function provided through executable software loaded on a mobile device [col. 
10, lines 25-40]); 

a second information-search software module (e.g., calendar module) 
which includes executable instructions to identify a second set of information 
corresponding (e.g., viewing option) to a second one of the identified valid 
actions (col.. 10, lines 53- 65); 

and a user interface, capable of providing the sets of information to the 
user such that the first set of information is more easily accessed by the user 
than the second set of information (310, fig. 3). 

Rouse does not teach: 

a platform-framework software module which includes executable 
instructions to receive input from a user; 

a data-type software module which includes executable instructions to 
identify types of data that might be returned to the user, 

a service-descriptor software module which includes executable 
instructions to identify valid actions corresponding to each identified type of data, 

a duplicate-identifier software module, which includes executable 
instructions to identify duplicate information, the duplicate information being 
information that appears in the first set of information and the second set of 
information, wherein the duplicate-identifier software module includes executable 
instructions to remove the duplicate information from the second set of 
information; 
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However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as introduced by 
Bradford. Bradford discloses: 

a platform-framework software module which includes executable 
instructions to receive input from a user (to provide a device having a display and 
user information input mechanism (par. 28)); 

a data-type software module which includes executable instructions to 
identify types of data that might be returned to the user (to provide a menu 
containment of possible user selectable elements (par. 40)); 

a service-descriptor software module which includes executable 
instructions to identify valid actions corresponding to each identified type of data, 
(to provide executable software means for identifying a user action 
corresponding to a selectable menu elements (par. 41)); 

a duplicate-identifier software module, which includes executable 
instructions to identify duplicate information, the duplicate information being 
information that appears in the first set of information and the second set of 
information, wherein the duplicate-identifier software module includes executable 
instructions to remove the duplicate information from the second set of 
information (to provide duplicate suppression capability [par. 146]); 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
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advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of 
predictive word and user action as disclosed above by Bradford, for which 
predictable word input will be enhanced [par. 40]. 

The combination of Rouse and Bradford do not expressly teach: 

the types of data including phone number, universal resource locators, 
names of human beings, names of locations and addresses based on input from 
the user; 

the valid actions including searching a database of phone number, 
searching a database universal resource locators, searching a database names 
of human beings, names of locations and addresses; 

However at the time of applicant's original filing the ability to search specific data 
types in a wireless phone environment was well known in the art and would have 
been an obvious modification of the combination of Rouse and Bradford as 
introduced by Narusawa. Narusawa discloses: 

the types of data including phone number, universal resource locators, 
names of human beings, names of locations and addresses based on input from 
the user (to provide a searching function of various data types (e.g., names, 
phone numbers) [fig. 4]); 

the valid actions including searching a database of phone number, 
searching a database universal resource locators, searching a database names 
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of human beings, names of locations and addresses (to provide searcliing 
capability [col. 5, lines 60-67; col. 6, lines 1-10]);. 

Therefore given the present teachings of both Rouse and Bradford to provide 
predictive user action capability in a wireless phone environment, a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have recognized 
the desirability and advantage of modifying the teachings of both Rouse and 
Bradford to enhance the user action prediction process by employing the well 
known feature of various data type searching as disclosed above by Narusawa. 

4. As to claim 2, although the teaching of Rouse illustrates substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teachings of Rouse does not 
discloses: 

A system further comprising a platform-aware software module which 
includes executable instructions to identify an environment in which the user is 
providing input. 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as introduced by 
Bradford. Bradford discloses: 

A system further comprising a platform-aware software module which 
includes executable instructions to identify an environment in which the user is 
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providing input (to provide the capability to identify the setting mode of an user 
environment [par. 44]). 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of 
Identifying a user environment setting mode as disclosed above by Bradford, for 
which predictable word input will be enhanced [par. 44]. 

5. As to claim 3, Rouse teaches a system where the data-type software 
module Includes executable Instructions to select the types of data based on the 
environment (e.g., calendar module) [col. 10, lines 53-60]. 

6. Claims 4-1 3, (cancelled) 

7. As to claim 14, although the teaching of Rouse Illustrates substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teachings of Rouse does not 
discloses: 

A system where the executable instructions of the first information search 
software module Include Instructions to parse a database of Information from 
which the first set of Information is identified. However, these features are well 
known in the art and would have been an obvious modification of the system 
disclosed by Rouse as introduced by Bradford. Bradford discloses: 
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A system where the executable instructions of the first information search 

software module include instructions to parse a database of information from 
which the first set of information is identified (to provide database checking (e.g., 
parsing) for a first set of information identified [par. 72]). 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of database 
parsing as disclosed above by Bradford, for which predictable word input will be 
enhanced [par. 72]. 

8. Claims 15 and 16, (cancelled) 

9. As to claim 17, although the teaching of Rouse discloses substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teachings of Rouse does not 
disclose: A learning software module, which includes executable instructions to 
track preferences of the user and determine from the preferences whether the 
sets of information should be provided to the user such that the second set of 
information is more easily accessed by the user than the first set of information. 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as introduced by 
Bradford. Bradford discloses: 
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A learning software module, which includes executable instructions to 
track preferences of the user and determine from the preferences whether the 
sets of information should be provided to the user such that the second set of 
information is more easily accessed by the user than the first set of information 
(to provide learning capability for user preference [par. 40; par. 43]). 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of learning 
a user action for purpose of predictive correlation as disclosed above by 
Bradford, for which predictable word input will be enhanced [par. 40; par. 43]. 

10. As to claim 18, Rouse teaches a method of identifying information, 
comprising: 

identify a first set of information corresponding to a first one of the 
identified valid actions (e.g., entered character string) (i.e., ...teaches a searching 
function through executable software loaded on a mobile device [col. 10, lines 
25-40]); 

identify a second set of information corresponding (e.g., viewing option) to 
a second one of the identified valid actions (col.. 10, lines 53-65); 

providing the sets of information to the user such that the first set of 
information is more easily accessed by the user than the second set of 
information (310, fig. 3). 
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Rouse does not teach: 

receive input from a user; identify types of data that might be returned to 
the user; 

identify valid actions corresponding to each type of data identified, 
identifying duplicate information, the duplicate information being 
information that appears in the first set of information and the second set of 

Information: 

removing the duplicate information from the second set of information. 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as introduced by 
Bradford. Bradford discloses: 

to receive input from a user (to provide a device having a display and user 
information Input mechanism (par. 28)); 

identify types of data that might be returned to the user (to provide a menu 
containment structure for possible user selectable elements (par. 40)), 

identify valid actions corresponding to each type of data identified, (to 
provide executable software means for identifying a user action corresponding to 
a selectable menu elements (par. 41)); 

Identifying duplicate information, the duplicate information being 
information that appears in the first set of information and the second set of 
information, removing the duplicate information from the second set of 
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information (to provide duplicate information recognition and suppression (e.g., 
removal) capability [par. 146]); 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of 
predictive word and user action as disclosed above by Bradford, for which 
predictable word Input will be enhanced [par. 40]. 

The combination of Rouse and Bradford do not expressly teach: 

the types of data Including phone number, universal resource locators, 
names of human beings, names of locations and addresses based on Input from 
the user; 

the valid actions including searching a database of phone number, 
searching a database universal resource locators, searching a database names 
of human beings, names of locations and addresses; 

However at the time of applicant's original filing, the ability to search specific data 
types in a wireless phone environment was well known in the art and would have 
been an obvious modification of the combination of Rouse and Bradford as 
Introduced by Narusawa. Narusawa discloses: 

the types of data including phone number, universal resource locators, 
names of human beings, names of locations and addresses based on input from 
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the user (to provide a searching function of various data types (e.g., names, 
phone numbers) [fig. 4]); 

the valid actions including searching a database of phone number, 
searching a database universal resource locators, searching a database names 
of human beings, names of locations and addresses (to provide searching 
capability [col. 5, lines 60-67; col. 6, lines 1-10]);. 

Therefore given the present teachings of both Rouse and Bradford to provide 
predictive user action capability in a wireless phone environment, a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have recognized 
the desirability and advantage of modifying the teachings of both Rouse and 
Bradford to enhance the user action prediction process by employing the well 
known feature of various data type searching as disclosed above by Narusawa. 

11. As to claim 19, although the teaching of Rouse illustrates substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teachings of Rouse does not 
discloses: A method further comprising identifying an environment in which the 
user is providing input. However, these features are well known in the art and 
would have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as 
introduced by Bradford. Bradford discloses: 

A method further comprising identifying an environment in which the user 
is providing input (to provide the capability to identify the setting mode of a user 
environment [par. 44]). 
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Therefore, given tlie teacliings of Bradford, a person liaving ordinary sl<ill in tlie 
art at tlie time of tlie invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of 
identifying a user environment setting mode as disclosed above by Bradford, for 
which predictable word input will be enhanced [par. 44]. 

12. As to claim 20, Rouse teaches further comprising identifying an 
environment and selecting types of data based on the environment (col. 10, lines 
53-65). 

1 3. As to claim 21 , although the teaching of Rouse illustrates substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teachings of Rouse does not 
discloses: 

A method further comprising parsing a database of information from which 
the first set of information is identified. However, these features are well known in 
the art and would have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by 
Rouse as introduced by Bradford. Bradford discloses: A method further 
comprising parsing a database of information from which the first set of 
information is identified (to provide database checking (e.g., parsing) for a first 
set of information identified [par. 72]). 
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Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary sl<ill in the 

art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 
advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of database 
parsing as disclosed above by Bradford, for which predictable word input will be 
enhanced [par. 72]. 

14. Claims 22 and 23, (cancelled). 

1 5. As to claims 24-26, although the teaching of Rouse discloses substantial 
features of the claim invention, however the teaching or Rouse does not disclose: 

A method further comprising tracking preferences of the user and 
determining from the preferences whether the sets of information should be 
provided to the user such that the second set of information is more easily 
accessed by the user than the first set of information (claim 24). 

A method where tracking preferences is accomplished by tracking the 
frequency with which the user selects information from the sets (claim 25). 

A method where tracking preferences is accomplished by tracking the 
recently selected information from the sets (claim 26). 

However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an 
obvious modification of the system disclosed by Rouse as introduced by 
Bradford. Bradford discloses: 
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A method further comprising tracl^ing preferences of the user and 
determining from the preferences whether the sets of information should be 
provided to the user such that the second set of information is more easily 
accessed by the user than the first set of information (to provide user preference 
tracking capability [par. 43]) (claim 24). 

A method where tracking preferences is accomplished by tracking the 
frequency with which the user selects information from the sets (to provide user 
input tracking capability [par. 40]) (claim 25). 

A method where tracking preferences is accomplished by tracking the 
recently selected information from the sets (to provide the capability to track 
previous entries action performed by a user [par. 40]) (claim 26). 

Therefore, given the teachings of Bradford, a person having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention would have recognized the desirability and 

advantage of modifying Rouse by employing the well known features of user 
action tracking as disclosed above by Bradford, for which predictable word input 
will be enhanced [par. 40]. 

Prior Art Made of Record 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Kwon et al. (US Patent No. 7,515,941). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 1-3, 14, 17-21, and 24-26 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to BRYAN WRIGHT whose telephone number is 
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(571)270-3826. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5:30 pm 
Monday -Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/BRYAN WRIGHT/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



/William R. Korzuch/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



